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. Frequency separation is more conducive to outside investment in the wireless cable
industry than secondary status for response station transmitters, since it virtually
eliminates the risk that subscriber equipment will be required to cease operating due
to interference.

What is wrong with Petitioners’ proposal to cure any interference that may occur?

Any proposal to cure interference affer it occurs 1s unworkable in practice. An ITFS licensee
that experiences interference would be required to notify one or more licensees of upstream
response station hubs in the area. These licensees would, in turn, have to identify which one
or more of potentially hundreds of transmitters were causing the problem. However, until
the problem transmitters can be identified and the problem rectified, the ITFS licensee would
have to live with the interference. The interference resolution process could drag on
indefinitely. This would make an ITFS licensee’s right to exclusive use of the spectrum a
farce, and would stand the principle of interference-free operation on its head.
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